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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS: 

SEP 1 0 2007 

The attached drawing sheet includes changes to Fig. 12. This sheet which includes Fig, U-12 
replaces the original sheet including Fig 1 1-12. In Figure 12, previously omitted element D has 
been added. 



Attachment: Replacement Sheet 
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REMARKS 

Claims 38-47 arc presently in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S. C §112 

Claims 38-47 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(1) for failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. This rejection is respectfully traversed for the following reasons. 

The Examiner alleges that the specification fails to give specific and adequate teachings 
as to what distance (D) is, also referred to as the "depth of field". The Applicant respectfully 
submits that the term "depth of field" is a commonly known term in the field of both 
photography and optics and is clearly understood by a person skilled in the art. As per the 
McGraw-Hill Dictionary of Scientific and Technical Terms , Copyright © 2003, 1994, 1989, 
1984, 1978, 1976, 1974 by McGraw-Hill Companies, Inc., the "depth of field" is known to be 
"the range of distances over which a camera gives satisfactory definition, when its lens is in the 
best focus for a certain specific distance". In the context of the present application, it is clear that 
it is the depth of field of the camera (real or virtual) used to capture the images that are then used 
in generating the computer-processed image that is being referred to and a person skilled in the 
art would have no difficulty in understanding the term. Paragraphs 60 and 65 of the specification 
in fact refer to the "forward depth of field" and backward depth of field" of the camera. 

The Examiner alleges that the equations provided in claims 38 and 43 are wrong since 
the dimensions of certain variables in the equations are different. The Applicant would like to 
point out that the symbol used in the equations is not an "equality" symbol (=) but rather a 
"proportionality" symbol (^. Therefore, the equations are valid in that they refer to different 
variables being either "proportional" or "inversely proportional" and not "equal to". 

The Examiner alleges that claims 38 and 43 do not enable auto-stcreo three- 
dimensional views by simply having a computer-processed image and a barrier screen. An 
amendment has been made to claims 38 and 43 to recite that the computer-processed image has 
been processed to provide the appropriate left eye and right eye perspectives in order to enable 
the auto-stereoscopic view. The Applicant believes this rejection has been overcome. 
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Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a) for failing to show the "depth of 
field (D)" as recited in claims 38 and 43. A new figure 12 has been provided with a reference to 
the depth of field (D) shown to be associated with camera 60, as per the specification. No new 
subj ect matter has been added. 

3SU.S.C.§103 

Claims 38-47 arc rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 5,953,148 to Moseley in view of US Patent 5,949,390 to Nomura et aL Given the 
arguments submitted above with respect to the mathematical expressions provided in claims 38 
and 40, the Examiner is asked to reconsider her position for these claims with respect to 
obviousness. The Applicant reiterates that the cited references fails to teach or suggest the claims 
presently on the record. . 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, the Applicant believes the present application to be 
patentable and early and favorable notice is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Louis Racette et aL 
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